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Stubno: The Case Against Hunter Peele
THE CASE AGAINST HUNTER PEELE
Edited by Bill Stubno
The following case, United States vs. H unter Peele, was
heard in the District Court o f the United States for the Northern
District o f Alabama between 1825 and 1827. Peele, who needed
wooden cedar pipes to construct Huntsville’s first water system,
was charged with taking timber from public land without
proper authorization. [Editor’s Note: for the history of the water works
see Frank Wilson, “ History of Huntsville Water W orks,” The Huntsville
Historical Review, v. 3, n. 3, July, 1973.] He was eventually found not

guilty by “ a jury o f good and lawful m en ,” among them George
Steele, the noted Huntsville architect.

United States
vs.
Hunter Peele

Be it remembered that heretofore, to
wit, on the fifth day o f January in the
year o f our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and twenty four [clerk meant to
write twenty-five] , was issued by the clerk o f the Northern
District Court at Huntsville, in the State o f Alabama, a writ of
capias ad respondendum in the name o f the United States o f
America plaintiff against Hunter Peele defendant; which said
writ is in these words viz.: The President o f the United States.
To the Marshall o f the Northern District o f Alabama, Greeting:
we command you to take Hunter Peele who is a citizen resident
o f said District, if to be found therein, and him safely keep so
that you have his body before the Honorable the Judge o f the
District Court o f the United States, for said District, to be held
at Huntsville on the second Monday in January 1825 to answer
the United States o f America o f a plea o f trespass with force and
arms, quare clausum fregit to the damage o f the United States
o f America o f two thousand dollars and have then there this
writ. Witness the H on. Charles Tait Judge o f the said Court, the
5th day o f January in the year o f our Lord, one
SEAL
thousand eight hundred and twenty four [clerk
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meant to , write twenty-five] and o f the
Independence o f the United States o f America the 49th year.
Issued 5th day o f January 1825.
C.R. Clifton Clerk o f the said Court
sealed with my private seal there being no seal o f office—
(Endorsed) This is an action o f trespass quare clausum fregit,
brought by the United States o f America to recover damages o f
the defendant for breaking and entering on the lands o f the
United States o f America in said District and cutting down and
carrying away ten thousand red cedar trees and ten thousand
white cedar trees and ten thousand red oaks and other trees in
the years 1823 and 1824. Bail required. F. Jones, Attorney for
the United States o f America in the Northern District o f
Alabama.
(Marshall Receipt and Return) Reed. Jany 5. 1825 and executed
same day
F.W . Armstrong M .A .O .
(And at the same term came the plaintiff by attorney and filed a
declaration in said cause in the words and figures following
viz.:) United States o f America Northern District o f the State o f
Alabama, District Court o f the United States o f America
Northern District o f Alabama. January Term 1825— The
United States o f America by their attorney Frank Jones
complain o f Hunter Peele in custody o f the Marshall & c. o f a
plea o f trespass with force and arms, quare clausum fregit & c.
For that the said Hunter Peele heretofore to wit on th e __day o f
__ 1823 and on divers other days and times between that day
and the day o f the commencement of this suit with force and arms to
wit at -in the County o f Madison in the said Northern District of
Alabama felled, cut down, carried away and destroyed the trees
and pollards to wit ten thousand red cedar trees, ten thousand
white cedar trees, and ten thousand red oaks and other trees o f
the said United States o f America o f great value to wit o f the
value o f ten thousand dollars then growing and being in and
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upon certain lands there situate and took and carried away the
same and converted and dispend thereof to his own use— To
the damage o f the said United States o f America ten thousand
dollars and therefore they bring their suit & c.
Frank Jones Attorney for the said
United States in the Northern District o f Alabama
(And at the same term came the defendant by attorneys, and
filed his plea in said cause in the words and figures following
viz.) And the defendant by his attorney came and defends the
wrong and injury when & c. and for plea says the plaintiff his
action against him ought not to have and maintain because he
says he is not guilty o f the trespass in manner and form as the
said plaintiff hath alledged against him, and o f this he puts
himself upon the country McKinley and Hopkins and Campbell
for D eft.- (And afterwards to wit on the third day o f October
being a o f the term o f the said court begun and held for said
Northern District o f Alabama at Huntsville in said District on
the first M onday in October in the year o f our Lord one
thousand eight hundred and twenty six this entry was made in
said cause to wit. The plaintiffs in this cause not being
represented in this court. It is ordered, that it be continued until
the next term (and now afterwards to wit on the second day of
October being a day o f the term o f the said court, begun and
held for said Northern District o f Alabama, at Huntsville in said
District on the first M onday in October in the year o f our Lord
one thousand eight hundred and twenty seven, came as well
Harry I. Thornton District Attorney, who prosecutes in this
behalf, as the said defendant by his attorney and thereupon to
try said issue came also a jury o f good and lawful men to wit;
John Hill, Henry Stokes, Thos. Simmons, John M. Potes,
Mathew Nunn, William Higgins, John W. Telford, Calvin C.
Morgan, William C. Smith, William Feeney, George Steele,
Patrick Austin—who being duly elected empaneled sworn and
charged, the truth to speak upon the issue joined as aforesaid,
on their oaths do say, we the jury find the said defendant, not
guilty in manner and form as the plaintiff hath alledged against
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him— It is therefore considered by the court that said
defendant, be discharged hence. United States o f America—
Pleas had at a District C ourt of the United States, begun and
held for the N orthern District of the State of Alabama, at the
court house in the Town of Huntsville, on the first Monday in
October being the first day of said m onth, in the fifty second
year o f American Independence before the Honorable William
Crawford Judge D.

(Source: Federal District Court Records for Alabama, N ational Archives
Branch, East Point, Georgia)
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